
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE756 May 20, 2015 
NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-

TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016 

SPEECH OF 

HON. CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 13, 2015 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 1735) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Chair, I rise today in 
opposition to H.R. 1735, the FY16 National 
Defense Authorization Act. 

The National Defense Authorization Act is 
one of the most important pieces of legislation 
that this body votes on each year. While this 
bill does authorize much needed funding for 
our men and women in uniform, ultimately it 
ignores the current budget landscape that our 
military is facing. 

Consistent with the Republican budget, this 
year’s defense authorization bill uses the 
Overseas Contingency Operations budget as 
a backdoor loophole to get around sequestra-
tion by funding $38 billion of the Pentagon’s 
regular base budget activities with war funds— 
a blatant abuse of the budget process. Just 
one year ago, House Republicans criticized 
the abuse of the OCO loophole in their budget 
report, stating that it ‘‘undermines the integrity 
of the budget process’’ and that the Budget 
Committee would ‘‘oppose increases above 
the levels the Administration and our military 
commanders say are needed to carry out op-
erations unless it can be clearly demonstrated 
that such amounts are war-related.’’ 

Moreover, in following the strategy of the 
Republican budget, the NDAA begins the 
process of locking in sequestration for non-
defense programs, which will have a dev-
astating impact on investments critical to the 
nation. We need to get back to the table to 
have an honest debate about our budget and 
renegotiate the funding caps for both defense 
and nondefense. Only then will we be able to 
provide the necessary resources for our na-
tional security needs and to ensure we keep 
the nation’s commitments to education, re-
search, infrastructure, and other crucial drivers 
of economic prosperity. 

I also have many problems with a number 
of misguided provisions in this year’s NDAA. 
Once again, this year’s NDAA includes a pro-
vision to continue funding restrictions on the 
construction or modification of detention facili-
ties in the United States to house Guanta-
namo detainees. I strongly opposed Rep. 
Walorski’s amendment to keep Guantanamo 
open for at least two more years beyond FY16 
and was disappointed that an amendment of-
fered by Ranking Member Smith to provide a 
framework for closure of Guantanamo by the 
end of 2016 was rejected. 

I also oppose efforts by Republicans to 
strike an important provision in this bill which 
would have stated that it was the sense of the 
House that our military should review whether 
‘‘DREAMers’’ should be allowed to enlist and 
serve in the Armed Forces. In addition, I ob-
ject to provisions that prohibit the Pentagon 
from entering into contracts to construct alter-

native fuel refineries and prevent our military 
from developing alternative energy sources 
that have the potential to save money and en-
hance our energy security. Finally, I object to 
the inclusion of unrequested funding for many 
weapons systems, including an extra $1.15 
billion for extra F/A–18 aircraft and $128 mil-
lion for extra UH–60 helicopters. 

Despite my opposition to the overall legisla-
tion, I was pleased that a bipartisan amend-
ment I introduced with Congressman 
Mulvaney was adopted and will require Con-
gress to report on how funds authorized for 
overseas contingency operations were ulti-
mately used. I also support the increased 2.3 
percent pay raise for our troops and their fami-
lies. 

While this legislation does authorize much 
needed funding for programs that benefit our 
men and women in uniform, ultimately, this bill 
falls short in too many areas. It is my hope 
that many of my objections to the NDAA will 
be resolved in Conference with the Senate but 
I can’t support it in its current form. 
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AMERICAN COMMUNITY SURVEY 
ON THE WAY TO 3 MILLION HOMES 

HON. TED POE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 20, 2015 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it’s Friday 
night. You come home from work, tired and 
hungry for supper. 

There is a big stack of mail on the table you 
sift through, including one piece addressed to 
you from the government. 

You open the envelope only to find a sur-
vey. The survey asks you a series of ques-
tions like: How many toilets do you have in 
your house? When do you leave and return 
from work? Does anyone in your home suffer 
from mental illness? Does your house have a 
sink with a faucet? Do you have a refrig-
erator? 

This government-mandated questionnaire is 
known as the American Community Survey. 
Three million Americans each year are ‘‘lucky’’ 
enough to be selected to answer this manda-
tory survey. The American Community Survey 
is independent from the Census. This survey 
is more intrusive, more personal and more 
time consuming. Not to mention, it is 28 pages 
long and mandatory. 

Understandably, many people dismiss this 
survey, tossing it out or feeling too uncomfort-
able to divulge such personal information. But 
throwing it away does not make it disappear. 

If you fail to answer the survey, the govern-
ment will come after you. It begins with phone 
calls. If the calls go answered or the survey is 
incomplete, the calls will increase from weekly 
to daily. Then the eyes of the federal govern-
ment are sent to houses of the unwilling, to 
ring the doorbell and peak in the window. This 
is harassment. No one wants the government 
doing drop-ins to their home. Quite the oppo-
site, the majority of Americans want the gov-
ernment to leave them alone. And on top of all 
the harassment and intimidation by Census 
Bureau emissaries, citizens who still choose 
not to answer, are threatened with a criminal 
penalty, and in some cases face up to a 
$5,000 fine. 

In an effort to help protect American’s pri-
vacy, I reintroduced legislation that would 

make the American Community Survey vol-
untary. This survey is another example of un-
necessary and completely unwarranted gov-
ernment intrusion. 

The federal government has no right to 
force Americans to divulge such private infor-
mation, especially information that they are 
uncomfortable giving away. 

But this is happening all over America and 
even right here in Southeast Texas. I have 
had neighbors contact me for years com-
plaining about this government harassment. 

According to the Constitution, article 1, sec-
tion 2, a count of the nation’s population is re-
quired to be conducted every ten years. The 
purpose of the Census is to apportion con-
gressional seats and levy direct taxes. But the 
American Community Survey achieves none 
of that, except information on American’s toilet 
flushing patterns. 

I believe in a limited government and will 
work to protect American citizens from govern-
ment abuse and harassment. Bottom line, 
Americans should have the choice on whether 
they want to tell Washington how many toilets 
they have. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
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CELEBRATING 50TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF HEAD START 

HON. G.K. BUTTERFIELD 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 20, 2015 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
congratulate and celebrate Head Start on its 
50th year of service to children and families. 
Fifty years ago yesterday, President Lyndon 
Johnson stood in the White House Rose Gar-
den and announced the creation of Head 
Start. 

This pioneering federal program became a 
foundation of his historic anti-poverty plan. 
Head Start was designed to ensure that chil-
dren from low-income families had access to 
a quality early childhood education. 

This program has long served as a catalyst 
for long-term educational achievement and is 
considered the nation’s premier school readi-
ness program. 

Head Start recognizes that parents are the 
initial and most important educators in their 
child’s life and works to inspire and support af-
firmative parental involvement with their chil-
dren. 

In addition to building strong parent-child re-
lationships, Head Start along with Early Head 
Start, provides extensive services to promote 
strong mental, social, and emotional develop-
ment in children from birth to age five. 

Head Start also provides children and their 
families with health screenings and nutritional 
education, among other integral services. The 
services offered to our communities by Head 
Start are copious and invaluable. 

Evidence-based studies have shown Head 
Start to be tremendously effective at pro-
moting academic success in school, avoiding 
crime, and fostering the development of pro-
ductive, successful leaders. 

Head Start is one of the longest running 
programs in the United States whose mission 
is to address systemic poverty, and it has in-
deed yielded impressive results. 

In just 2014, Head Start served over 20,000 
children and families in North Carolina alone, 
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